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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This Office action is in response to applicant's paper filed 03/22/2006. Claims 1-97 as 
amended are currently pending in the application. Claims 1-97 stand rejected. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371(c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e)). 

2. Claims 1-6, 8, 12-16,18-22, 23-31, 43-45, 49-52, 56-59, 61, 65-69, 71-72, 76-80, 
82-84, 88-92, and 94-97 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Nordman (US Pat. No. 6,061 ,346.) 

Regarding claim 1_, Nordman teaches a network element, said network element 
being arranged to act between a first IP based network and a second packet data 
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network (GGSN 92 could be interpreted as a network element as claimed and is 
arranged to act between home IP access control network 94, which could be 
interpreted as the first IP based network, and backbone network 46, which could 
be interpreted as the second packet data network. See Fig. 1-2, Nordman.), said 
element comprising: 

A first interface arranged to communicate with first IP based network using IP 
protocol to receive signals from and send signals to the first network, said first IP based 
network being a private computer based network comprising wireless capabilities 
(GGSN 92 receives/sends signal from/to home IP network. See Fig. 1, and Home 
IP network is a computer based network, with a wireless system.) The tunneling is 
occurring in the first network 14; hence, the traffic is within first network and without any 
signaling occurring externally of first network (See Fig. 1 and col 7, lines 7-25, 
Nordman.) 

A second interface arranged to communicate with second network via an IP 
based connection to receive signals from and send signals to the second network (See 
col 7, lines 16-26, Nordman) 

Regarding claims 2-3 , Nordman teaches the tunneling to commute with the IP 
network, which would use L2TP protocol (See col 2, lines 50-59, Nordman.) 

Regarding claims 4, and 23-24 , Nordman teaches second network (Backbone 
network, which is used to exchange the data network) would be a GPRS network 
(Backbone network support GPRS system to exchange the information into GPRS 
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format. See Fig. 1) and network element incorporates serving GPRS support node and 
gateway GPRS support node functionality (See col 7, lines 1-14, Nordman.) 

Regarding claims 5, and 25-27 , Nordman teach IP layer include in protocol stack 
(See col 3, lines 13-18, Nordman.) 

Regarding claims 6, 28-31 , Nordman teach second interface is arranged to 
communicate with a gateway element of second network (Backbone network would 
perform routing and exchanging information; hence, it would have a gateway 
system. Nordman shows the GGSN 92 connected to Backbone network. See Fig. 
1, Nordman.) s 

Regarding claim 8 , a communications system has the same limitation as claim!; 
thus, the same rationale and basis as applied to claim 1 are applied. 

Regarding claims 12-13 , Nordman teaches the wireless system and GSM (See 
col 3, lines 56-65, and Fig. 1, Nordman.) 

Regarding claim 14 , Nordman teach the second network as the backbone 
network with plurality of connection to packet radio service network (Fig. 1 and col 2, 
lines 26-38, Nordman.) 

Regarding claims 15, and 43-45 , Nordman teach the first network having 
wireless intranet capability; thus, the system performs the same function as WIO as 
claimed (See col 5, lines 41-45, and col 7, lines 16-26, Nordman.) 

Regarding claims 16, 18-19, 49-52, 56-59, and 61 , Nordman teach the first 
network storing information relating to user relating to the identification of the user and 
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registration of those information (See col 3-4, lines 66-22 and col 4-5, lines 54-17, 
Nordman.) 

Regarding claims 20, 65-69, and 71-72 , Nordman teach backbone network is a 
routing network for exchange the data information and serving GPRS support node is 
also used to support the GPRS system (Fig. 1 and col 9, lines 24-32, Nordman.) 

Regarding claims 21, 76-80, and 82-84 , Nordman teach Home IP access control 
network 94, which is a wireless local area network as claimed and the second network 
would perform GPRS mode since there is connection to serving GPRS support node 
(Fig. 1, Nordman). 

Regarding claims 22, 88-92, and 94-97 , Nordman teach the element is part of 
first network 14 (Fig. 1, Nordman.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 7, 17, 32-36, 60, 70, 81, and 93 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Nordman (US Pat. No. 6,061,346.), in view of M. Wahl (RFC 
2251.) 

Regarding claims 7, 17 , Nordman teaches the limitations according to claim 1 
and claim 16. Nordman does not teach LDAP protocol to communicate; however, M. 
Wahl teaches using LDAP to provide security services (See page 3, M. Wahl.) and 
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LDAP is protocol to widely used as an internet protocol (See sec 3. Models on page 3, 
M. Wahl.) Nordman teaches the structure to provide the security service (See col 4, 
lines 35-41, Nordman.) and also intranet system (See col 5, lines 41-45, Nordman.) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one who has ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to use LDAP as the protocol to communicate because it would 
enhance the system security purpose. Moreover, Nordman teaches the structure to 
provide the security service (See col 4, lines 35-41 , Nordman.) and also intranet system 
(See col 5, lines 41-45, Nordman.) 

Regarding claims 32-36 , the same basis and rationale as applied to claim 
rejections 2-7 are applied. 

Regarding claims 60, 70, 81, and 93 , the same basis and rationale as applied to 
claim rejections 17, 19- 22 are applied. 

5. Claims 9-1 1 , 37-39, 40-42, 46-48, 53-55, 60, 62-64, 73-75, and 85-87 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nordman (US Pat. No. 
6,061,346.), in view of Y. Rekhter (RFC 1771.) 

Regarding claim 9-10 , Nordman teaches the limitation according to claim 8. 
Nordman does not specifically teach the second network is connected to element by a 
border gateway. However, Y. Rekhter teaches the border gateway is to be used in 
authentication scheme and used for the internet (See page 3, on introduction section, Y. 
Rekhter.) Nordman teaches authentication and use the second network to connected to 
internet system (See col 6, lines 55-62, col 7, lines 16-26, Nordman.), and Nordman 
also teach tunneling authentication (See col 4, lines 42-53, Nordman.) Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to use a border gateway to connect the second network with elements 
because it would enhanced the autonomous systems. Moreover, Nordman teaches 
authentication and use the second network to connected to internet system (See col 6, 
lines 55-62, col 7, lines 16-26, Nordman.) 

Regarding claim 11 , Y. Rekhter teaches BFP could be represented in virtually all 
commercial routers and host (see page 3, Y. Rekhter.), and Nordman teaches virtual 
private network system for tunnel authentication (See col 4-5, lines 54-17, Norman.) 

Regarding claims 37-39. 40-42, 46-48. 53-55, 60, 62-64, 73-75, and 85-87 , the 
same basis and rationale as applied to claim rejections 9-12, 15-18, and 20-22 are 
applied. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 3/22/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues Nordman fail to teach, "a private computer based network 
comprising wireless capabilities," as recited in independent claim 1 . However, Nordman 
teach the private network (14, Fig. 1) comprise wireless capabilities. That is different 
issue than backbone network (46, Fig. 1) Nordman teach a private IP network is formed 
of a group of network devices, connected together by way of network connections. In 
creasing numbers of private IP networks are being created and access thereto by a 
wireless host is increasingly demanded (Col 2, lines 9-16, Nordman.) 
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Applicant argues Nordman fail to teach "an interface ... arranged so that traffic 
intended fro a user within the first IP based network from another user within said first 
network can occur without any signaling occurring externally of said first network" as 
recite din the claim 1 . From the claim 1 , it does not limit the limitation to avoid the first 
network go through backbone network. Therefore, examiner believe Nordman teach 
the limitation recited in the claim 1 . Despite of applicant argues Nordman need to go 
from first network, which having wireless capability, to backbone network as shown in 
Fig. 2, the wireless capabilities recited in the claim 1 are directly toward the first network 
and not the second network. Thus, claims 1-97 stand rejected. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jonathan Liou whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8136. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00AM - 5:00PM Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky Ngo can be reached on 571-272-3139. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Jonathan Liou 5/22/2006 
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